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the Upper Houfe, when invited by the Lower
Houte to make their Objections, if in the Courfe
of their Confideration of that Bill any fhould
occur to them, when the Lower Houfe acknow-
ledged that the bill was zutricate in its Nature,
and iherefore might pojjitly be liable to Objections
why, inttead * of mutreciting this Paflage, and
detcending to the low Buiivonery of echomng 1t
back, at every Turn, with an Air of Triumph,
did they not endeavour to point out what to them
appeared confufed, abturd, unjuft, uncqual and
oppreflive ?

And why did they content themfclves with
fuch general Objections to the Bili, and avoid
attempting to reform what to them appeared cx-
ceptionable, merely becaufe a Bill vpon the fame
Plan had been adhered to by a tormer Lower
Houfe? The Bill itfelf is confiderubly ditferent
from that framed in 1755 ; the Foundations of
fome of the Upper Houie's Objeétions to that Bill
are confeffedly avoided in this, and in the prefent
Lower Houfc arc a good many new Members ;
all which are Incidents which might reafonably
have induced the Upper Houfe to have entered
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* Meflage of the [ower Houliy Avril g, 1562: % \We have forme |
“1ton tuch a Plan, as to us feems moid fusiaide to the Cireumftances
‘ot cur Contiiuents, and i fuch a Mauner as we conceive tae beft
‘ adapted to the Nature of the Plan; but asin a new Syifem of ‘uch
* a Length, and of an intricate Nature, f me Parts ma, potiibly be
** found hable to Objettions, which may have efcaped us; and as we,
‘“ out of a fincere Regard for His Majeily's Service, and an eargett

¢ Defire to cffeét a Termination ot that Ditierence of Seniti.ent,
* wh:ch has unhappily too long fubfited,” 2.

McJage of the Usrper Houfe, April 24, 1762: This Plan you fo late-
ly as your Meflage ot the gth Inttant, call ¢ a n.w Svitemn, intricate
“moas Nature, and hable to Objeciions, which you fuppele may
‘“ eicape your Houle,”



